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AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS 



This listing of claims will replace all prior versions, and listings, of claims in 
application: 



Listing of Claims: 



1 , (Original) A method for automatically e\ 

decision support comprising: 

receiving a Bayesian Network (BN) m'odel 



aluating Bayesian 



network 



including eyildence, nodes! 



conclusion nodes, where the conclusion nodes are linked with the e> 



1 1 



modbk' 

1^ 



idence 



the 



n0 



causal dependency links, and where the evidence nodes have evidence states arid 



conclusion nodes have conclusion states; ; . ! 

setting the states of the conclusion nodes to desired conclusion s|tates 



and 



the 



determining, by propagating down the causal dependency links, a corre;spc)ndi 
probability of occurrence of evidence states of the evidence nodes and prpduci 
from the probability of occurrence, a plurality of samples of most likely states] 
evidence nodes; ' • 

setting the states of the evidence nod(Jis to states corresponding to tlaei pljiri 
samples of the evidence states, and propa gating! the .evidence states 
dependency links to the conclusion nodes, to obtain- a plurality of p|rbbab|li;t|^|| 
resulting states of the conclusion nodes; and 

outputting a representation of the plurality 'of the probabilities (]|the '^|[ai 
conclusion nodes. ' ' 



2. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian network 



mode 



the 



usal 



)clels for 



decision support as set forth in Claim 1, wherein the BN model further includes at 



least one auxiliary node causally linked between at least one, evidence lipde 
least one conclusion node. ■ 



Page 2 of 53 



ardlati , 



us App. No. 10/692,697 



Reply to Office Action of September 8, 200d 



©Al 



15 



30 



3. (Original) A method for automatically ev 

decision support as set forth in Claim 2, whprein the sampling is p 
Monte Carlo algorithm. 



aliiatirig Bayesian networc model' 



•erforp^ 



4. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian network models for 

: . ' i ' . t : i I I II 1 1. 



decision support, as set forth in Claim 3, wherein the outputted representationjilk 



complete representation of probabilities of states for all conclusions 
set of combinations of conclusion states. 



10 5. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian network mode 

r! i ' ' li j M i 

decision support as set forth in Claim 4, wHerein the outputted representation 



graphical representation. 



6. (Original) A method for automatically e\al|uat^hg Bayesian' networ c 
decision support as set forth in Claim 4, wlierein the outputted repre 
matrix of averages of probabilities of the concliision states for impljicated 
versus a selected set of combinations of conclusion states; whereby 



I I 



given 



1? J 



a user c 



determine an accuracy of the BN model's propensity to yield proper conciusio 



20 7. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian network models for 

^ Mm' ' 

decision support as set forth in Claim 6, wherein the outputted repre^sentatfon, 
graphical representation in the form of a two-dimensional intensityi matri^ jarid 
three-dimensional bar chart. ; : i 



25 8. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian; network mod 



decision support as set forth in Claim 7, wherein the conclusion nojjes arfjl 
by weights representing their importance- .|wheieby the accuracy ^f 



propensity to yield proper conclusions miiy! be 
based on their relative importance. 



I 

■! I' 



weighted for particular cdri 



flttie 



Page 3 of 53! 



USApp. No. 10/692,697 



HRi!i'i§;oAi 



10 



15 



20 



25 



30 



Reply to Office Action of September 8, 2006 j 

j 

9. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian network! mode 



decision support as set forth in Claim 8, wherein the BN model modelsja 
domain, with the conclusion nodes representinig' component failure 



evidence nodes representing recognizable 
the auxiliary nodes representing additiona 
evidence nodes and conclusion nodes 



or ai^'eyi; 



I 

symptoms of those failures or;<[l(ilspa 

M ' ' ! i -Hi. II till" 

information iiseful, in c onjimctio 



10. (Withdrawn) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian netwbrk W b'e ei 



■ if 



decision support as set forth in Claim 1, wherein the BN model further iiricflMi 



least one auxiliary node causally linked between at least one evidence node 
least one conclusion node 



fo 



tie 



I 



and 



the 



ahdj 



1 1 , (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian networkj models f( 
decision support as set forth in Claim 1, wherein the sampling is perforine|d hi 
Monte Carlo algorithm. 



12. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian; network 



decision support, as set forth in Claim; 1, 
complete representation of probabilities (j); 
set of combinations of conclusion states 



wHerein thie outpujttjed re:i):^5^e|||TO 

giieilij 



states for all tonclusion^ 



model's I 



mar 



sfi 



13. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian network 

decision support as set forth in Claim 1, wherein the outputted representat|ion|jsj 
graphical representation. ; I 



14. (Original) A method for automatically evaluatirig Bayesian network mode 
decision support as set forth in Claim 1, wherein the outputted represen^atic^rij 
matrix of averages of probabilities of theiconclusion states for implicated 



versus a selected set of combinations of cbnclusion states; whereby 

. iLj: i. j ;i ij 
determine an accuracy of the BN model' ^|||ropensity to yield proper 



I,: 
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15. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian network 

decision support as set forth in Claim 1 , whereiii the outputted reprpsen^atjijcn^^ 
graphical representation in the form of a t\yo-diiiiensional intensity Jnatrix a lic 
three-dimensional bar chart. 



16. (Original) A method for automatically evaluating Bayesian network models 

decision support as set forth in Claim 1, wherein the conclusion nod'es are. y^e'i 

by weights representing their importance; whereby an accuracy of the BM 

j I j j !■ j ^ ! 1 !i' i 

propensity to yield proper conclusions may| be jjweighted for particular |o;]|| 

based on their relative importance. 



17. (Original) A method for automatically ev 



aljuatirig Bayesian network c 



decision support as set forth in Claim 1 , wherein the BN model models 

^ I'll! i:| ■ i 1 1 ' 

domain, with the conclusion nodes representing; component failures 



or disease 

evidence nodes representing recognizable 3ymi^oms of those failuij^s qr !(||pje|| 
the auxiliary nodes representing additional infbrmation useful, in' conjunction! 
evidence nodes and conclusion nodes. i 



including eyidence-nodesj 



are linked with the &\ 



id|nG) 



18. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network; mode 

I ' I I . ' j i :t 

decision support, the apparatus comprising a computer system including a 

i ! M I I i 'ikiii 

a memory coupled with the processor, an input coupled with the |)rc)jcessp)r|-|^^ 

receiving user input and data input, arid ari output coupled With the proee|s:$ 

outputting display data, wherein the computer system furthei: comp|r^ses || 

residing in its processor and memory, for: j : 

! ■ . ' if 

receiving a Bayesian Netvyork (B^jJ) 
conclusion nodes, where the conclusion ii'o;des 



causal dependency links, and where the evidence nodes have evidence statues 
conclusion nodes have conclusion states; ' i ; 

setting the states of the conclusion nodes to 'desired conclusion sjtates 
determining, by propagating down the causal dependency links, a correispdndin 
probability of occurrence of evidence states of the evidence nodes and producip 
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from the probability of occurrence, a plurality of samples of 

• I ! ! 

evidence nodes; i .j i! 

setting the states of the evidence nodes to states corresponding fp ttie' 



samples of the evidence states, and propagating 



most ii 



cely staili 



ml: 



the evidence states' back up 



dependency links to the conclusion nodes, to obtain a plurality of probabilitids 
resulting states of the conclusion nodes; and 

outputting a representation of the plurality of the probabilities of the states 
conclusion nodes. 



10 19. (Original) An apparatus for automatically 



decision support as set forth iii Claim 18, 

least one auxiliary node causally linked between at least; one evidehce no; 
least one conclusion node. 



evaluating Bayesian netv^orkjmod^ 

. ; ■ ] 'I ■ |M' 1 |ll 

iV^herein the BN model further inqlu) 

hi; i; i i f- :l. ..;|fjrii 



evaluating Bayesian network iMM 
decision support as set forth in Claim 19, wherein the sampling i^ f)erf()niie|ij 



he 



of 



tfe^elillausal 
the 



'olithe • 



20. (Original) An apparatus for automatically, 
decision support as set 
Monte Carlo algorithm 



21. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network models fpr 
decision support, as set forth in Claim 20, wherein the outputted representalioi 
complete representation of probabilities of states for all conclusions given ;a 
set of combinations of conclusion states. 



22. (Original) An apparatus for automatically jeyaluating Bayesian netv^or^ ri^| 
decision support as set forth iii Claim 21, iwhereiri the outputted repjrese,n 
graphical representation. 

23. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesikn netw^drl^jnii'^^^^ 

'■!' '" ' I 1 i III I' 

decision support as set forth in Claim 21, wherein the outputjted repiesentat^o 

■ ' ' I ^ I i' h 

matrix of averages of probabilities of the conclusion states for implicated 
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versus a selected set of combinations of conclusion states; whereby 

,.i ■ 1 1 , I 

determine an accuracy of the BN model's propensity to yield proper 



evaluating Bayesian netx^orkj ni 



24. (Original) An apparatus for automatically! 

decision support as set forth in Claim 23, Iwherein the outputked reRrese||n|l}a| 

! ll'ij j! ! ■ ' I , I " 

graphical representation in the form of a two-dimensional intensity 

three-dimensional bar chart. 



25. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network mcjidels rpr 




decision support as set forth in Claim 24, wherein the conclusion no,des: ar^e 



weishted 



by weights representing their importance; whereby the accuracy of the BNj m(|d|¥s 

propensity to yield proper conclusions may be weighted for particular cone 

1 

based on their relative importance. i 



26. (Original) An apparatus for automatically jevalu^ating Bayesian netwprkiini 



decision support as set forth in Claim 25, 



Wherein the BN model models I 



1^ 



evidence nodes representing recognizabl 
the auxiliary nodes representing additional 
evidence nodes and conclusion nodes. * ; 



•information useful, in 



or 'di; 



1 



domain, with the conclusion nodes represeijiting component failure: 

hi. |; j ' ! j 111 r I n 

symptoms of those failures or 'diils 



conjunttK) 



27. (Withdravm) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian netw^rtj|m;^|^ 
decision support as set forth in Claim 18, wherein the BN model furjther inb 



eiac 



i 

SI or 



Stic 



the 



!for 



least one auxiliary node causally linked between at least one' evidence node 
least one conclusion node. I 



28. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network hji'odels m 



decision support as set forth in Claim 18, 
Monte Carlo algorithm. 



iwher^ein the sampling is perfc^'rrae 



iides^ jat 
arlciiat 
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29. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network- modqs ro 



decision support, as set forth in Claim 18, wherein the outputted represent^tlio; 



complete representation of probabilities of states for all conclusions 
set of combinations of conclusion states. ' 



given 



30. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian networlc[;ni6|( 



wherein the outputted represent at 



evaluating Bayesian netwdrkijmj 



decision support as set forth in Claim 18 
graphical representation. 

10 31. (Original) An apparatus for automaticially 



decision support as set forth in Claim 18: wherein the outputted represemao'or i|a 
matrix of averages of probabilities of the cjonclusion states for iinpljbated QOn^ 
versus a selected set of combinations of concluLon states; Whereby a i'sfer 
determine the accuracy of the BN model's propiensity to yield propier cdriclusii 



cular 



T i 



32, (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network mo(jlels|fe^ 

decision support as set forth in Claim 18, wherein the outputted repilesentaiion is a 

' ' ' ' I •'! ■' h I' * " ' ' 

graphical representation in the form of a two-dimensional intensity mat;rijc[^| 

three-dimensional bar chart 1 I 



33. (Original) An apparatus for automaticall 



1 I 



evaluating Bayesian network 



ar eonte 



decision support as set forth in Claim 18 J wherein the conclusion nodes 

by weights representing their importance;! v^hereby an accuracy of |i: le Bl^i ii^ 

; ' : '1 M i' I ^ ' It MMii 

propensity to yield proper conclusions may be [Weighted for partieuji 
based on their relative importance 

i ! 

34. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network;! rn|()de! 
decision support as set forth in Claim 18, wherein the BN model models pjdia 

domain, with the conclusion nodes representing component failures or disease 

I ' I' I ''i 

evidence nodes representing recognizable symptoms of those failures or disease! 
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the auxiliary nodes representing additiona 
evidence nodes and conclusion nodes. 



35. (Original) An apparatus for automaticially dvaluating Bayesian network; rriode! 
decision support, the apparatus comprising a computer system including a 
a memory coupled with the processor, an input coupled with the processor 

1 : * 1 •• 1 i 

receiving user input and data input, and an output coupled with the process 

outputting display data, wherein: | I ; 

the input is configured for receiving a Bayesian Network (BN) model ^iridli 

.'■ 'i ' I : ' !■ ' 

evidence nodes and conclusion nodes,* where the conclusion -nodes are jir 



evidence nodes by causal dependency' links; and where the evidence 



evidence states and the conclusion nodes 



havelconclusion states; 



the processor is configured for setting the states 'of the conclusi 



the 



dep 



fep[;erfj(|dnj:j 



Qviddtii 



ired 



conclusion states and determining, by propa'gafing down the causal 

' ' I ■ I I I ' I . 

a corresponding probability of occurrence jo!f e^j^idence states of the 
and producing, from the probability of occurrence, a plurality of sanipl^s! 
likely states of the evidence nodes; and for Isetting the states of the evid|erLce n( 
states corresponding to the plurality of samples jof the evidence states, and 

propagating the evidence states back up the causal dependency links to, the cQHG||usion 

: • j .|,|.,| ,t|^'*"i'«'' 

nodes, to obtain a plurality of probabilities of the resulting states of the conclt 
nodes; and < ; 

the output is configured for outputting a representation of thcjp 

,1 ■ i 

probabihties of the states of the conclusion nodes 

i 



36. (Original) An apparatus for automaticallyi 
decision support as set forth in Claim 35, 

least one auxiliary node causally linked tetv^een at least onel evidei;ice riod 
least one conclusion node. 



evaluating Bayesian net\*}Drl| riiGjil 
iwherein the BN rhbdel kirthfer inl 



I 
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37. (Original) An apparatus for automaticallyi evaluating Bayesian networkjjni 



decision support as set forth in Claim 36, 
Monte Carlo algorithm. 



Iwherein the sampling is pibrforfae.a | 



38. (Original) An apparatus for automatically! 
decision support, as set forth in Claim 37jj 

complete representation of probabilities of 'state|s for all conclusions 
set of combinations of conclusion states. 



^yal\jiating Bayesian netv^:;jrk|ii;(};(|: 
vvfheran the outpiitted re]|re's^e|i 



39. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network- mode 

' * • ij I f; 

decision support as set forth in Claim 38, v/herein the outputted representatior 
graphical representation. , j 



40. (Original) An apparatus for automatically ^evaluating Bayesian netw^qrk; ni(i)|e'Is||if 



i ' 1 i ' ' ( ' 1! 'I II "M i 

decision support as set forth in Claim 38, iwher.e;in the outputted represerilatao: 



matrix of averages of probabilities of the 
versus a selected set of combinations of 



1 1 ' f I M ! ill I I i 

conclusion states for implicated go 



0 



dbnclusibri states; Iwhereb^V 



determine an accuracy of the BN model's! propensity to yield proper 



20 41. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian netwprkjl m 

• ^ ^ ' ^ ii^ i'l ■ ! ! 'i ■ lllli'vnmHiii 

decision support as set forth in Claim 40, wherein the outputted reprjesentatiop 

graphical representation in the form of a tv^o-dimensional intensity] matrix anc 

■ j _ . , . , 1:^ 1 i, I 

three-dimensional bar chart. ! 



aons 



a i 



If' *ii 



42. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian netv^jork ri 

decision support as set forth in Claim 41, wherein the conclusion nodes, aj-^ii 

- I i i 1 

by weights representing their importance;- whereby the accuracy of the B 

; j!| ; ' i ' !■ ill- 

propensity to yield proper conclusions may be [weightedi for particular; co]|| 

based on their relative importance, i 
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43. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian net\ydrk|im 
decision support as set forth in Claim 42, wherein the BN model models a Idia 
domain, with the conclusion nodes representing component failures or diseasjs 
evidence nodes representing recognizable symptoms of those failures or (ijseja 
the auxiliary nodes representing additional information useful, in|Cpnjuncti(j)ri 
evidence nodes and conclusion nodes. 



44. (Withdrawn) An apparatus for automatica 
decision support as set forth in Claim 35, 



least one conclusion node. 



ly evaluating Bayesiar re^w^(i)r 



iwhereiri tlie BN model 



least one auxiliary node causally linked between at least onejevideri(ce n6d^^ 



!M I! 



I 



furthej 



or 



45. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network; m|ode; 
decision support as set forth in Claim 35, wherqin the sampling is perfo.rmedjilji^j 
Monte Carlo algorithm. , 



46. (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian netwprk liibUe^^^^^ 
decision support, as set forth in Claim 35, wherein the outputted represleritaMW aji 



complete representation of probabilities of 'states for all conclusions gi\en 



set of combinations of conclusion states. 

' . ■ ' i 

47. (Original) An apparatus for aytomaticallyi 
decision support as set forth in Claim 35, 
graphical representation. 



evaliiating Bayesian netWdrk rii 

Ill : / I l\. '[ \\.\ III 
jwhei;ein the outputted rppres'eri^aj 



Mar 



30 \ 



versus a selected set of combinations of conclusion states; whereby 
determine an accuracy of the BN model's propensity to yield propei 
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decision support as set forth in Claim 35j=wherein the outputjted repijesen-^a^ 

■ • iiji \ \'\ i I 

graphical representation in the form of a two-dimensional intensity 

three-dimensional bar chart. 



matrix 



I 

and 



50, (Original) An apparatus for automatically evaluating Bayesian network' iicide 
decision support as set forth in Claim 35, wherein the conclusion nodes are 
by weights representing their importance; whereby an accuracy of the B^Ij nio 
propensity to yield proper conclusions may be weighted for particular cone 
based on their relative importance 



5 1 . (Original) An apparatus for automaticallyi 



eyaluating Bayesian netvv^orkiriiod^ 



I', 

decision support as set forth in Claim 35, wherein the BN model niiqde|siy 

' ' I !■ I [I I : I ii'l 
cornponent failures or jdipi 

symptoms of those failure s ,or 



domain, with the conclusion nodes representing 



evidence nodes representing recognizable; 
the auxiliary nodes representing additional information useful, in 
evidence nodes and conclusion nodes. 



I 



conjunctiont 



W( 

if 
b 

us 



I 



esiaii 

m 



52. (Original) A computer program product for automatically eyaluating Bay 
network models for decision support, the computer program producj cdrapri?! 
means, encoded in a computer-readable medium for 

receiving a Bayesian Network (BN) model including evidence nodes 
conclusion nodes, where the conclusion nodes .are linked with the eyideni 
causal dependency links, and where the eyidenqe nodes have evidence st^tje[s| 
conclusion nodes have conclusion states; ] J ; |: 
setting the states of the conclusion nodes to 
determining, by propagating down the eaus|al d|ependency links, a c|(|rre|pi|j 
probability of occurrence of evidence 'states 
from the probability of occurrience, a plurality of samples of 
evidence nodes; 



usion states 



desired cone 



ofjthe evidence nodes and prfe 
most likely sti 
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setting the states of the evidence nodes to states corresponding ti the 
samples of the evidence states, and propagating! the [evidence states Diack j 
dependency links to the conclusion nodesJ to obtain a plurality of probabi litie! 



resulting states of the conclusion nodes; 



outputting a representation of the plurality o 



conclusion nodes. 



ad 



.1! 



f the probabilities oi'the $ 



^e 



53. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating B;ayesiaiL| 



network 



models for decision support, as sp^jfortti iniClaim 5f, whe (dri 



representation is a complete representation of probabilities of state 



m 



network models for decision support as set forth in Claim 52, wherein the 
further includes at least one auxiliary node causally linked between at least one 
evidence node and at least one conclusion node; 

54. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating Bayesi 

I Ml''' ll r 

network models for decision support as set'fortli in Claim 53, wherein thcjs 
performed by a Monte Carlo algorithm. 



55. (Original) A computer program product ic r |aut()riiatically e;\^aluai ir ^ Bayesjj 



del 



forfall 



^ed 



conclusions given a particular set of combiiiati^qns of conclusion staies.ii 



56. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating Bayesi 

network models for decision support as set forth in Claim 55, wherein the put|)ii|ted 
representation is a graphical representation. I 



57. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating Bayesis 

• 1 1 ^ • 

network models for decision support as set .forth in Claim 55, wherein the 
representation is a matrix of averages of probabilities of the conclusion iSiM 



implicated conclusions versus a selected 
whereby a user can determine: an accuracly 
proper conclusions. 
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58. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating Bay 
network models for decision support as set forth in Claim 57, wherein thelbut 
representation is a graphical representation in the form of a two-dimensionklji: 
matrix and a three-dimensional bar chart. , 



59. (Original) A computer program product ibr automatically eyaluatirLfeiBay 



network models for decision support asi set' 



nodes are weighted by weights representing 



of the BN model's propensity to yield pro'pbr conclusions may be w nightie 



forth in Claim 58, wh^Mh 



their ' importance ; whei e ^ym > 



particular conclusions based on their relative importance 



60. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating Ba> 

! ■ i ' I ■ '■ 1 1' j 

network models for decision support as set forth in Claim 5^, wherein tjheiBNI 

' [ \ \ \ !■ 

models a diagnostic domain, with the conclusion nodes representing coppon^^ 
failures or diseases, the evidence nodes representing recognizable symptoms! o 
failures or diseases, and the auxiliary nodes representing additional informktic 
useful, in conjunction with the evidence nodes and conclusion no^des. 



20 61 . (Withdrawn) A computer program product 
network models for decision support as; set 



further includes at least one auxiliary nbdei'eausallyiiinked between jat: lea: 



evidence node and at least one conclusion 



for automatically evalu&ng 

; 'i i • \ \\] I iw 

forth in Claim 52, wherein thl? P 



node 

i' i 



63. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating Bayes iai 
network models for decision support, as set forth in Claim 52, wherein the|iC)u|p||te 



ihose 



62. (Original) A computer program product for .automatically evaluating Ba^es[ 

ijj i 1 ■! if I]; 

network models for decision support as setlfortla in Claim 52, wherejin the 

performed by a Monte Carlo algorithm. 



r:i! 



sa: 
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representation is a complete representation |of pi'obabilities of stal e, 
conclusions given a particular set of combiriatibns of concliision st 



64. (Original) A computer program product for automatically eyaluatirig Ba> 

' ' ' ' > i '! J ■ 1 1 1 'I u' 

network models for decision support as set forth in Claim 52, wherein the]put|)i 

representation is a graphical representation. 

65. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating Bay 
network models for decision support as set forth in Claim 52, wherein th^, 
representation is a matrix of averages of probabilities of the cone 



implicated conclusions versus a selected 
whereby a user can determine an accuraq^y 
proper conclusions. 



set of combinations of cbri'clusio 



• ! 'I 1 1 

of the BN model 



s prope isit)^ 



br 'automatically evaluatiil 

,r" ill 1 ^' 



66. (Original) A computer program product 
network models for decision support as set^forth in Claim 52, wher'pin the 
representation is a graphical representation in the form of a two-dimensiona 
matrix and a three-dimensional bar chart 

67. (Original) A computer program product for automatically evaluating ^^^^'^| 
network models for decision support as set forth in Claim 52, wherein th(j;con|cll|si^ 
nodes are weighted by weights representing; their importance; whereby i|jthm^^ 




of the BN model's propensity ,to yield projppr cjc nclusions may be 
particular conclusions based on their relative importance. 



68. (Original) A computer program product for Womatically evaluatir 
network models for decision support as, spt jfori:|li in Claim 52, wh^riuil' 
models a diagnostic domain, with the boriblusion nodes representmy bom 



weights 



failures or diseases, the eviderice nodes representing recognizable svmijtbmjS 
failures or diseases, and the auxiliary node:^;representing additioriali informatiic 
useful, in conjunction with the evidence nodes and conclusion node 
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